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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 1, 2, 5, 7, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Sacks 4202347. In figure 2, Sacks shows a cuff arrangement with a rigid tubular 
outer member 12, a thin flexible bladder 13 sealed thereto with the ends 14 of the 
bladder 13 overlapping the ends of the member 12 (see column 4, lines 32 and 33). 
The bladder has a tube 26 connected thereto for pressing the bladder in a relaxed state 
where it is inflated to pressure zero pressure on the finger and a second state where it 
is completely deflated. With respect to claims 7 and 8, the limitations as to the intended 
size of the finger to be used is an intended use limitation. The device of Sacks is 
capable of being used in the manner recited. 

Claims 1, 5, 7, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Shotwell Re 29,402. Shotwell shows a device including an outer rigid casing 18, and an 
inner annual bladder 58 sealed to the inner surface of the housing 18 and a tube 92 for 
supplying and evacuating fluid from the bladder, where the bladder has an expanded 
and compressed position. Again, the device is capable of meeting the use describe din 
claims 7 and 8. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention Is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sacks el 
a! in view of Sano et al 551 1 51 , Sano et al shows an alternate cuff/bladder 
arrangement where the cuff has a thicker intermediate portion 22. to prevent bunching 
and pinching during use (see column 5, line 40 and 41), Hence, it would have been 
obvious to modify Sacks to use such a cuff/housing arrangement, to improve the overall 
performance of the device. 

Claims 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sacks in view of Yamasawa et al 5218966. Sacks does not teach a material for flexibhs 
member 13. Yamasawa further teaches making the bladder from rubber. Hence, it 
would have been obvious to modify Sacks to use rubber, as it is merely the use of a 
known material for the purpose in the art. With respect to claims 9 and 1 1 , judging by 
the nature of use of Sacks described in column 5, it is the examiner's position that it 
would necessarily have to meet the limitations claims 9 (expansion size) and 1 1 
(thickness) in order to perform as described. Alternatively, the exact thickness of the 
device would have been an obvious matter of design choice for one skilled in the art. 

Claims 14, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yamasawa et al 5218966 in view of Sacks. Yamasawa shows a blood pressure 
measuring cuff including an outer rigid casing 10 and a bladder therein 8, with a plurality 
of light sources 15 attached to the inner surface of the bladder. The bladder is not 
formed between a flexible sheet and the rigid casing, Sacks teaches an alternate 
method of forming the bladder, where the bladder is formed by attaching a flexible 
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membrane to the rigid casing. As such, it would have been obvious to modify 
Yamasawa et al to use such a bladder, as It is merely the substitution of one known 
bladder for another. 

Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yamasawa et al in view of Sacks as applied to claims 14 and 15 above, and further 
in view of Ukawa 5676140. Ukawa et al further teaches the use of a plurality of light 
sources (5a, 5b, 5c) aligned linearly along the longitudinal axis of the cuff. As such, it 
would have been obvious to modify the above combination to use such an arrangement 
of sources, as it is merely the substitution of one known source for another. 

Claims 3, 6, 12, 13, 16, and 19 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claim 3 defines over the art in that none of the art shows the ends having a 
greater thickness than the middle, as claimed. Since applicant has described this as 
part of a scheme to have the cuff evacuate uniformly and prevent bunching of the cuff 
during measurements, it is the examiner's position that the feature is more than mere 
design choice. 

Claims 6, 12, and 13 define over the art in that none of the art teaches the two 
stiffening ribs on the inner surface of the bladder, as claimed. 

Claim 16 define over the art in that none of the art as the rib with the light sourco 
and detector therein, as claimed 
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Claim 19 define over the art in tliat none of tlie art teaclies the tinted bladder, to 
reduce interference, as claimed. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Lichowsky and Gowen show alternate blood pressure monitors that have similar 
structure to the claimed Invention. 

Larson shows an inflatable cast with a rigid outer shell and an inflatable bladder 
attached thereto. 

Kapp shows another device with a rigid outer portion and an inflatable bladder 
therein. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert L. Nasser whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4731 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, variable hours. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Max Hindenburg can be reached on (571) 272-4726. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 



Application/Control Number: 10/695,441 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 3736 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Robert L. Nasser 
Primary Examiner 
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